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fear CEO, 

I '/rote the first book on the Warren Commission and the assassination of 

-’resident kermedy and since then another nine books. In them I restricted myself 

‘■o the oific® evidence, -n this I a ig. unique. I also made extensive use of the 

rreodom of Information act, obtaining, about a third of a million pages of oreV— ' 
O' 



iouly withheld official records that way. As a matter of principal I have gSSea 
all writing in lithe field unsupervised access to all those records and to our 
copier* Serious health problems which restrict ray -recess to ray own records have 
changed the nature of my work. (The problems account for my poor typing and writing, 
i or winch j. apologise. ) bo, for more than a decade and a half I have been attempting 
to perfect the record for history to the degree that is possible for me. 

1 read your 1 La Fontaine fairy tale when it appeared. *arlier I read and wrote 
critically of their version of their fiction in the Washington host . Xt with my 
permission sent them what i wrote. I also promised to respond in writing to any 
comment the La Fontaines made about what - wrote. I never heard from them. 

In the course of uy work have not to the best of ray recollection even writ- 
ten the publisher of any of the innumerable faulty works claimed to be on the assassi- 
nation. It lias been a long time since I read your contribution to cofif using and mis- 
leading the people about that most major and tragic crime and - did not write you, 
however, certain aspects of the La Fontaine frivolity withjour history have been 
called to my attention recently so -- ask you a few questions, -our answers or your 
failure to answer will contribute to the to me sad history of publishing on and sup- 
posedly on the subject of the assassination. 

From my knowledge of the subject matter it is apparent that you had no real 
peer review ox this c 0 n.tr/lversi 2 li subject, if ypu had any peer review at all. ^liajjie 
reviews were once considered essential for responsible publication of nonfiction, 
particularly wnat is controversial. " L t is not only that the content of the La Fonaine 
oo.-k could not possiWA. get any authentic peer review. I believe it is unlikely 
teas t arc could have seen ;;//y without ray having heard of it. (in my U. A. 75-226 
against; une Leoar cmeni: of Justice and ic.c i-LI trey stated to that c.urt that I 
ai ® :; ' ; “ 0 i’e about toe ul’k assassination and its investigations thah anyone working 
for the FBI. If you want a copy I'll send it. That suit was the fitet file/4ider 
Hie F01A as amended in 1974. Thu; legislative history is quite specific in stating 
that the amending of the investigatory files exemption of the Act was required by 




0"YU. 



earlier iuia jav/ suits, x do qualify as a subject— matter expert.) So, I would like 



so blow why you published tiiis book, without any peer review and, clearly, withou 
any meaningful checking of its contents , 

Particularly its content tiiat defames people. That appears to be to La 



Particularly its content tiiat defames people. That appears to be to La 
i‘ oiruaine specialty when they do notjLike sotvpone or cannot refute their criticisms. 

Cons, stent with tills the book's title; mid its subtitle state wh*$ is not true. 
The title xs OMMsLlxfcUsg.4* ffe hid not and the book holds no proof that h$& 

did. 

The subtl cle xs jjew_ j^ji once in the JFK Assa ssin ation , There is not a 

single word xn the book that justifies tills deceptive, misleading and untrue 
subtitle. 

The bpok, in fact, is not about the assassination at all. It assume' s 

u. i ] y 

Oswald's sgusst and never addresses any evidence relating to the killing. 



xi j uu clisa&reo v/ifcii fcnis ~ ask iliat you mo wliai you bolievo is Gvi— 
dense that does relate to the assassination rather than the La Fontaine fjQry 
tales . Wliich is wiiat youg* proclaimed tlieir bovbf does not hold. 

i'ou headed your amioucement of it, "No more Consppiacy Theories, Just Con- 
spiracy facts!" The xxrst sentence underneath tills establishes that it is supposed 
co relate to th o assassination ol tne /(ennedy you do not identify. (Two were 
assassinated. ) I find nothing in the book that, is may better than a "conspiracy 
theory" and much that is not even a theory W has no real basis at all. If you 
believe I dft wrong x ask tiiat you tell me what you see in the book that is pother 
than at, bear a theory. Similarly, when you refer to "canspirac^ facts" atxSyft the 
Ji?K assassination and I find not a single on/xn so long a book, I ask# that you 
tell me what you regard as facts rather than inventions relating to the assassina- 
tion itself. 

similarly^ you having claimed the book holds jf"The New Evidence in the JFK 
assassination," not a word of wiiich-I saw in this book, that yalf tell me what you 
regard as "new evidence in the JFK Assassination," not wiiat is imagined about what 
does not relate to the killing. 

There xs, oi course, much a publisher cannot know about such book. This 

ons ? x ''^ e rGasons regions! ole publii'hro considering what controversial, parti - 
, . , . . d a 

cuiarly on a subject so important to the nation, have peer reviews® 

-i, mignt have invorested you to know, whether or not it would have had any 
influence on your decision to publish so disgracefully bad and dishonest a book 
by a couple who are autlientxc subject-matter ignoramuses even after they finish it, 
Ci-a i^] nc,^. b.i aggeo-of f oilxcon /alley cavalry did nor even have a child's 
rocking horse. They boast extensively about las use of the Freedom of Information 



Act to obtain now information, what was previously unknown, He then gave it to 
them. Not a word of this is true, either, an all but subject-matter ignoramuses, 
with or without imaginary horses, would have known. 

All that nonsense so important in the La Fontaine "conso&rcy theory 1 ' re- 

O/VUf 1 

la ting to Elrod was in the FBI's public reading room^ivailahle to all there or 
by request with a simpje letter for many years before the La Jiataine hero wasted 

J2_ 

ail tno effort h.' did to obtain copies,. Those records wre placed in the FBI’s 

A 

public reading room once 1 compelled the FBI to disl'dose them to me in several 

FOIA lawsuits. (TLe la Fontaines do not claim that their guru went to the cost and 

trouble of filing a single one.) They are Identified in the co:$rt records as CAs 

"$5-lyy6 and 7U-0322. In fact, the disclosed records are explicit in stating that 
I 96 tr 

I caused the^jijivestigation of the so-called -^ealey Plazet tramps about whom the 
La Fontaines have their own fantasies they enjoy and that the very records they 
claim for their horseless cavalry were disclosed to me in the litigation cited 
above- many years before the La Fontaines or theit^guru got bitten by the assassi- 
nation bug, that loads people to believe there is cheap and eas^ fame or f ustune 
in it. 

, The La Fontaines say they had 53 cassettes of intevaews before they aired 



they' story or. Hard Cfipy. Their book says that ^jefer^filrod said wliat he did not 
say. The book does not even qu^te him personally or directly. Did you check 
any of their cassetfrees or did you read the tranaript of tlieir a ard u o«y show& 
on whichh Slfcrod dioiiot^Say viliat in their bosk thav claim he said. 

Thebe is much more I’d like to know the njSfewers to but I believe the foregoing 
will reflect an adequate response. This "more" relates to the honesty or lack of it 
in criticism of others. For example, if you check what they claim they quote from 
ray one book they cite you'll find that * was saying the exact opposite of what 
they profess, and. had they not been subject-matter ignoramuses, they'd have known 
that was my third book in which I did that. If you bother to check their claimed 
source you will find that even the chapter title describes what was writing 
about, "The False Oswald." 1 was writing about the character of the official in- 
vestigations, not making up any conspiracy theory. 

Publishers do read manuscripts before publishing then and td decide whether 

4. . 

to publish them. Did you nof? have any questions about the ■ Lj a Fontaine manuscript? 



Did you males any effort to learn from those they defame whether or not wfeet* the 
La Fontaines told the truth about them's! assume your lawyers told you all you 
wanted to know about the likelihood of having suits filed where the La ffiontaines 
claimed they bad sources. But how about simple fairness and decency? Did you not” 
have any a nations about thin boon tho book was roa<K 

sincerely , i-aroid ¥e isberg ( j 




